INTRODUCTION
The May 1974 U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report "Cedar Creek at Cedartown, Georgia, Floodflow at Georgia Avenue Relocation and Canal Street Extension" (Price, 1975) , prepared in cooperation with the Georgia Department of Transportation, described the hydraulic characteristics of the Georgia Avenue relocation and Canal Street extension as constructed in April 19/4, and evaluated the effects of three proposed changes in roadway grade at the Georgia Avenue relocation.
The supplemental U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report 75-332, "Cedar Creek at Cedartown, Georgia, Floodflow Characteristics from West Girard Avenue to the Georgia Avenue Relocation" (Price, 1975) (Price, 1975) , and are shown in figures 2 and 3, respectively. The March 4, 1979, flood was given a historical recurrence interval of 95 years in these computations, as it is known to be the highest flood since 1886, based on information from local residents. The computed frequency curves show that the annual flood peaks at the U.S. Geological Survey gage are not significantly greater than those at Old Georgia Avenue.
The flood-frequency discharges determined for this report are higher than those used in the report of May 1974 due to revisions made to the U.S.
Geological Survey gaging-station record based on high-water discharge measurements made during the March 4, 1979, flood. The peak discharge for April 4, 1974, and March 4, 1979 , at the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers' gage on Old Georgia Avenue was determined by U.S.
Geological Survey personnel by indirect contracted-opening measurements to be 12,700 and 16,500 ft 3/s, respectively.
The flood-profile data were computed using U.S. Geological Survey Computer Program J635. The discharges used for the selected floods routed were those computed for Cedar Creek at Old Georgia Avenue ( fig. 2 ).
The initial step in the flood-routing study was to reproduce the known elevations for the April 4, 1974, and March 4, 1979 , floods at the selected cross sections. The field-selected roughness values were adjusted slightly, and the noneffective conveyance at some cross sections was evaluated so that simulated water-surface elevations agreed with those determined from highwater marks. Routing computations were then made for the selected discharges using the adjusted roughness values and cross sections.
Letter symbols were used for the first five cross sections in the profile tables and figures so that cross-section numbers would agree with those used in the report of May 1974. .5
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10-Year discharge used in routing = 9,630 ft-^/s Condition A -no bridges or dikes. Condition B -bridges only included.
-Condition C -bridges and dikes included. Table 2 . Flood-proflie data for the 25-year flood on Cedar Creek at Cedartown, Ga. 25-Year discharge used in routing = 12,700 ft 3/s Condition A -no bridges or dikes. Condition B -bridges only included. Condition C -bridges and dikes included. Table 3 . Flood-profile data for the 50-year flood on Cedar Creek at Cedartown, Ga. .5
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March 4, 1979, discharge used in routing = 16,500 ft 3/s Condition A -no bridges or dikes. Condition B -bridges only included. Condition C -bridges and dikes included. Table 5 . Flood-profile data for the 100-year flood on Cedar Creek at Cedartown, Ga. 
